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REMARKS 

A. Status of Claims 

Claims 1-20 were previously cancelled. Claims 21-40 are pending. The 
Examiner has indicated that claim 40 is allowed. Claims 21 . 24, 25, 31, 32, 35, 
36, 38, and 39 have been amended. Claims 23, 27, 28, 33, 34, and 37 are 
cancelled. 

B. Telephonic Interview 

Applicants thank the Examiner for his time and helpful comments during 

the telephonic interview conducted with Applicants' representative (Damon 
Ashcraft) on November 17, 2005. During that interview as noted on the 
Examiner's Interview Summary, the Examiner agreed that amending the claims 
to recite a frame with interior and exterior sides that further comprises two barrier 
sheets that cover the planar barrier on both sides would overcome the art of 
record. See the Interview Summary. 

In response, Applicants have amended claims 21 and 31, to recite the 
limitation of a frame with an interior and exterior side that further comprises a 
barrier sheet attached to each side to cover the planar barrier. Specifically, 
Applicants have amended claim 21 to include limitations that were in claims 27 
and 28 and therefore have cancelled claims 27 and 28. Similarly, Applicants 
have amended claim 31 to include the limitations of claim 34 and cancelled claim 
34. 
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C. Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicants thank the Examiner for indicating that claim 40 is allowable as 

written, 

D. § 102 Rejections Citing Dobson 

The Examiner has rejected; claims 31, 32, 36 and 37 under 35 USC 
§1 02(b) as being anticipated by US. Patent No. 4,666,129 to Dobson (Dobson). 
A claim is anticipated only if each land every element as set forth in the claim is 
found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference. 
Verdegaal Brothers, Inc. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 2 USPQ2nd 1051 at 1053 
(Fed.Cir.1987). 


Dobson does not disclose a planar barrier that is disposed within a frame 
having top, bottom, and side portions to define an opening with barrier sheets 
attached to the interior and exterior side of the frame. Applicants have amended 
claim 31 to include a frame that has a top, bottom and two side portions to define 
an opening. Claim 31 has also been amended to recite that the cutters are 
razors to more accurately describe what Applicants regard as their invention. 


Finally, as discussed in the interview, claim 31 has also been amended to include 
a limitation that the frame further comprises an interior and exterior side with a 
barrier sheet attached to each side to cover the planar barrier. Therefore, Claim 
31 is not anticipated by Dobson and the Examiner is respectfully requested to 
withdraw this rejection and allow claim 31 . 
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The Examiner is also requested to 4»ow claims 32, 35, 36, and 38-39 due 
to their dependency on claim 31 . 

Claim 36 has been amended to claim that a 
plastic. No new matter has been added; tljiis amer dment is supported at 
paragraph 0018 in the specificatic n. 
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Therefore, the Examiner is respectfully 
rejection of independent claims 21 and 31^ The 
withdraw this rejection of dependent claims 22, 24 
and 39 based on their dependency on allowable 
and 34 are cancelled and the rejection of these 


requested to withdraw this 
Examiner is also requested to 
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CONCLUSION 
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